xno'Cje ax sxans ' hf acquittal 

i ; 

After prolonged plea^-bargaining, on 3/12/75 Stans entered 
i « Nixon fund— ra i s inf? 

pleas of guilty to five counts of Illegal activities. He could 

have been sentenences to a jotal of 5 years In jail and $5,000 In 

fines for these siffenses , admitte^a^^^^ less than what he 
could have been charged igth. “n leavlnf the courthouse he was ag 

pious a** ^lmer Gantry In proclaiming his admission of guilt was 
proof if his Innocence, ("...no guilty involvement.. . »*/ 

The man who funded The Watergate, the third of Nixon's criminal 

cabinet officers to admit guilt or be convinced, desfribed his crimes 

as "not willful" and "not believed to be" criminal when he committed 
them. (WxPost 3/13/73) 

Gan one imagine^what a Judge would do to a black or a <-Mcano 

or a member of an/unpopular political minority who sought to 
defend himself in this manner? 

Stans, too, resorted to semantics and specia-1 emphasis in how 

to said what he said, fie did not dare claim he was not involved in 

The Watergate. n e fussst funded it r. ' 

• hus he said "I had no gu-jLlty 

involvement" in the break-in and other illegal acts. And uT~ 

"charges" against him? Once he admitted criminal acts these charges 
became "baseless." 

And what was the fate of the moneybags of The Watergate, the 

I;," 7 1 blaCkJaCkSd thSt tr ~ Kixon hoodlebag from corporations 
and their executives? u n 

sentenced to " he Was 


